01-24-14 

DCFS Investigation: 2106929A 

False information provided by DCFS worker. This is unfair because mom and child are civilly wronged due to DCFS fraud. 


Father lies, telling inconsistent stories to different DCFS workers, where he initially lied upon first DCFS worker, and whether 
due to unprofessional questioning or not, later tells another story to a different worker after some time has passed. It is said to 
be believed that the father suffers from schizophrenia, pathological lying, sociopathy or psychopathy. 

The DCFS could also not be properly qualified to question such a complex individual as him, or any potential child abuser for 
that matter, which puts the child more at risk. 

DCFS falsely twists threat of harm report about dad, and said the mom was the alleged perpetrator. 

Twists like this can aid in the protective parent going punished or threatened by law due to invalidating their good parenting 
or steps they have taken to try to keep child safe, while alternatively, validating the said abusive party alongside risking 
placement of child with such abuser. This does not serve the best interest of the child in the long or short term. This is 
corruption of a DCFS agency, or inability to function properly, or effectively as agency who is responsible to protect the 
welfare of a child under color of law. In no way shape of form did they conduct a thorough investigation. This is nothing but a 
mere misuse of power, biased against the mom and abuse of authority. 

Information offered on the stand in the court of law for the use of trial, which is untrue information, partial information, or 
something other than what actually happened is perjury. 

DCFS worker who wrote this report lied in the following ways: 

1. The police officer who called DCFS reported that the father was the alleged threat of harm, not the mother. 

a. The mother was not showing a risk of harm to the child, and more than that, she was the one trying to 
protect child from harm, without alienating from the father completely. 

i. This got twisted around and blown out of control by DCFS who handled the investigation 
inappropriately due to their incompetent investigative techniques, and twisted theories when 
writing their report. 

b. It appears the DCFS worker who wrote this report is unable to clearly see that the risk of harm is with the 
father, not the mom. 

2. Mom was not the one who called in this report. It was a police officer from the Mendota Police department. 

a. DCFS worker leaves out the full details offering only partial, let alone false information. 

i. They might as well have well left this report out entirely if they were not able to act under color of 
their professional duty and act accordingly to statue and standard of their investigative, ethical 
procedures. 

3. The father was showing a threat of harm to the child by acting in violent and belittling ways to the mother in front of 
the minor child yet DCFS wrote how the mother was in some type of way, a threat of harm to the minor child. This 
was either because 

a. She was letting the child be around the father when he was posing a danger or threat of harm to the child. 

i. If that were the case, it would be entirely inappropriate to say she was a threat while alternatively 
spelling out in the report how the father was a threat, leaving almost no explanation as to why 
exactly they are calling the mother the alleged perpetrator. 

ii. The police reports read the opposite, as well, that the father was the alleged perpetrator. 

iii. The father is the danger to the child. 

b. She was not the threat of harm and DCFS inappropriately listed her as the alleged perpetrator. If this was so, 
the DCFS worker is incapable entirely and MUST be fired. 

c. The child was in no risk of harm. 

d. DCFS are just abusing their power to gang up on mom to prepare for their Munchausen mission, by making 
it look like mom was previously investigated for posing a threat of harm to the child to later add to their 
reports when they inappropriately against their duty as an agency, to take the child away from said only 
protective parent of the minor child, in order to have the child placed in inadequate care in that of that 
father, sexual abuser and place where DCFS documents in their reports that acknowledged are a danger and 
threat to the child's welfare entirely. 
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These facts went completely ignored by DCFS when rationing in their Munchausen finding, all the while, DCFS officials 
themselves had been documenting all along, similar concerns and findings about father posing a threat of harm to the minor, 
some of which cases went mishandled or neglected by grossly inadequate DCFS workers. 

This is nothing but a mere corruption case at a point where things are early on in the stages of preparation for removal of 
custody from the protective parent, in efforts to endanger the child's welfare. 

The LaSalle county DCFS are guilty of corruption and MUST be sanctioned and fired where necessary. 

DCFS are to leave no stone left unturned during the scope of an actual, thorough investigation. 

In this investigation, they offer only partial, limited investigative techniques, which at first, left the father nervous to the point 
where his testimony offered, differed from that when he was later interviewed on the same matter. 

Father offers altering testimony: 

This proves no only that the DCFS ways of questioning and investigating are unsubstantial, but also how the father cracks 
under pressure, and lied when immediately questioned about a matter, soon after the incident, compared to later, after he's 
had time to cool off, he alters his story, telling the worker he indeed, did throw the object at mom. 
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